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Dear Dona, 

iour letter of tlio 25th was delayed a wo.k* in reaching mo. That perplexes me less 
tlian the letter itself*# > 4 uitc ffnnkly, I find myself* wondering about your sincerity# You 
say tiiat with the otiiora now cone or working you can't handle the whole tiling by yourself# 
in t&; two ..tontlis that have passed, you could have done overytliing by yourself. It is ob- 
vious you could have made at lest a beginning. There is a trial transcript# There is a 
decision, a court of appeals proceeding and a decision there and tliere i 3 an 50 page petition 
cert now before the Supreme Court, and at the very least all of t lie so have to bo" read, here 
you have much more than is needed for a be^Lnning point# 

V/e went over all of this when 1 was there. You seemed to be making notes. I suggested 
then and later that you might want to consult *ith Dean Lesor and/or hampe, tlio lawyer 
17N7) who handled the petition cert ibe careful .dth him until you are certain because as 
of Thursday, when dim nesar was here, he had not received either the petition cert or the 
CA decision from Hampe). You could liave reached me much earlier# 

John certainly is no iiemmingway. He is hard to moke out, in writing and in speech. That 
stuli seems pretty far out# Hut if you will write Jim Lesar, who li as just heard that part 
of my questioning of John tiiat is on tape, 2 l/2 hours, he will tell you that despite John's 
record, what emerges is quite credible and no less fascinating. Ho, with John'u letter, it 
would seem basic tiiat after fimili arizing yourself with the facts you go over them, note 
all the things he says, leads he provides on fact, and kno* what there is to be investigated. 

I oiu no lawyer# Perhaps these things are wrong. If your schooling in the law has not 
progressed to the point where you can make a judgement, you do have people you can consult# 

I think you will find the aCLU types you mentioned quite turned on by the repressive nature 
of the CA decision# If you hold the principles you declared, and I do think you do, I really 
think that in an entire legal lifetime you may not have an opportunity to attempt as much 
in pursuit of these principles. It is not by accident that I any "attempt", because I think 
the legal situation is now a bad one, thanks to Stoner, who may have frittered away most of 
°ohn's rights and possibilities. It niJty laso bo worse because of these two months lost. 

I hardly know you, hana, but you impressed me as a decent and deeply concerned young 
man# Your record with me and your letters are inconsistent with this or the intelligence 
that cane through when we met. Therefore I conclude not that you are lazy or a fink but tiiat 
you have an emotional hangup in this. i l or your sake as much a 3 anjjhing else I suggest you 
third: this thing through. You are tumod off because of Htoner. Actually, he sliould turn you 
on, you should bum because of what ho did not just to John, who may or may not have been* 
guilty, but to all those who wc.ll suffer, perhaps for close to in perpetuity because of the 
evil precedent established. And wbiher of not John is a racist is irrelevant. I don t cam 
and didn't eithe- ask him or try to find out. A t i 3 irrelevant. Principle is all tiiat matters 
to me, and I would assume this is no les the case with a lawyer or a i-»nn who wants to be one. 

I went into all the stuff in those letters with J ohn and all that relates to James' case 
stacks up IOQ/^1 have independent confirmation, inciting of small details, from tliroe others* 

I have confirmation from newspaper files. There is confirmation in the court record with which 
he was unfamiliar. Ho on the face of it, his word can be taken, at least to begin with. Most 
or all the people named by John are available. But I think it would be unwise to see them with 
only what is in his letters in your mind. I think you have to know wiiat is in the record first. 
I assume that the record made by the prosecution in this case may well be corrupt, but you 
have to know it and decide for yourself and because in one way or another it? has to be met. 

another t h i ng that makes me feel you are hung up on this is your silence about the tapes 
of tlce *'rank chow. % reason for wanting them is to have a record of what he sidtl for use in 
James' defense. If you did not detect the presence of these things in what he said, Htoner's 
presence on the allow did blow your mind, b 1 or example, that the coroner confessed basic error 
to him two years after the autopsy. Other things may not be as clear to you, but they are 
there. You have not sent either blank or recorded tapes to me after two months. And you had 
said you'd try ana get others to moke duplicates. I still don't have the tapes the station 


promised. Perhaps they will vi t come If *h,„, .1 

adjeas your possible hang up, for unless ij if done ff f” **“ 0ne “«"**• S °» let us 
- utility for you without adbandonment of your principles. ^ Wel1 tUm ° Ut to bc a 
based on what I know. I think k.„+ 

Johf''rf f 0Uly what told me, and I ^ l°* 7 ° U t0 read the CA decision 

aohn. If what iiampe told me is true, than thi, with the information from 

you. That doing 30:10 thing about it will be difrirnU- ° D is , 0110 that should outrage and inspire 
I think it dees, make you more deteSed tf^et! ’%<£*&<**<** deciai - ™ £f" 
aCLU types, including those there you named to me w f f * 1 is ^^diblo to me that the 
interest in the precedent seeming £ bff W f ' 36 T° 3 Pve gotten, have no 
against Johii, who could not be and never was connected ^ at *f 1 - saion of this tainted evidence 

intf t) 1 fff ** Ci ° ldie * Mlth whom s connection >is IScSf c “ Wa ° thrown out 

into tlie kinds of cases that interest vou fTf’ Can you P^ject this principle 

decision, perhaps you would want Slf W ^ ** eiVaCt ° f 

One of the obvious and n,„ , „ lawyera you uentioned to me. 

wit in the law. I understand thifhfTto L“f^ d <li£ti0Ult thiu d‘ s is finding "new evidence" 
time of the trial. Only iavj^t£n l"?**** *> ***** ^ tf 

you people were supposed to do. Of the posSbilf Lf tft ° J i” 33 le ’ and that is what 
obviouo is that the PBI conducted an ilL al seiSf 5 J ^ ** ** uind < one of the more 

the ejddonce that bears on his alibi, or pSt ffT 2 1°S 8 re3idenc « and with it stole 
attributed to it because of mechanical problems ifJfJ WS ^ Wa ° of whatJd.3 

in the fore of receipts. % paid JT f ^heating. This evidence Zl 

the tfaru^'es he went to Ind of the fan ' tfwhon iT'sfdff 8 * “* S“ ^ you th * xvjaes of 
■T win conf i™ hie story even though he ifa jf 3ar * Ue tol(1 he thinks tils 
the search, there should be a recorfof it and if I ;° W * 11 therG was a warrant for 
was withheld from the defense, iff tL r l Tm ff J?" f ?“■““* to itp » thS 
ou a warrant, as clearly seems to have been th J n * it? Ii there was a search with- 

you do any work at all, much wore should ou^^st^taelf^* 011 * i3 ?' t that aiao relevant? 

. u0 access to ^ohn, but until you do "° ‘ / ° U * * ^ vu Mue arrangements 

eoin* to do it. And I repeat the aay * ou are confuaed, Pm not 

•'Ou P r of ess anu are serious about the law tlilc t u ^ 0ur associates hold tin. principles 

opportunity for **,, «p. rtmse tho ™ 0 ^, P ”?“ 8 ° “>««- UftST 

teacher can teach you. And a chance to do sonethiiu ecsil - v 0008 ^ what no 

your principles, fidlm. to Ue onetu.* vST^U^e »lth 

fou ask me thongs I have told von T ' o t rat can later gall you. 

any way of whom I kno . i s i^pe. r A , TL’ ®° J “ T he only attorney in the case in 

I don t know if he handled the appeal f but tft SLff 1 ^ ^ Wan a PP^inted to the court. 

I did ten you. that he research^ Sotefhe ftf f'" for you tu Ml I kSw 

out. James wrote me tlrnt there wn nnnt i, . th Petition cert, h toner loused it ue and ^4- 
nobody .is. spid “X’" “ “ “““ “*»“'• « ta." 

a ir to ' - • »•**« 1 uroto ,o . 

se eias to have been ofxicial hanky-panky. What nnf f f & nu f bor of others where there 
in any way caxmecteu with JumeTS SfSsfSs ^ CTed is everyone 

^indnal types, this in easy. Jut it bef £t\h ^ qU±etly » by WI. With 

seems unlikly. With one his case worke/tf < i * they Were SUil^* -ith all of tliem it 
sentence. With another is seems clear that armth^ W&3 “ ap P arent bL ® rap and an incredible 
consider that despite his ^yeaTs^tfce *22^ !“ SUilty ' aot ^ you needfoSve, 
strenuous otiorts to deny him and history ’em oZn trial C ^ 8 *,* 811 atjai2mt J aaes and the 
reporter I tried to get interested throuah a rf f * l^°* thu ' oownstate man" is a 
check out some aspects of these things "doxmstate" f JlSStof “ “ ^ C0Uld ° r W0Uld 

3 andVSS. SfSTl’hSl ?**?*?* Carrollsb ^ Square, 1^-700, 
others ana in person, is not clear enou.-h ni^ t0ld y ° U ’ ^ tllli5 latter and the 
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you S: not'whero I^itn oZZoZT T £"* reC0rd3 ‘ ^ « * b - 
law. Brea If you accompli ah nothin yTa contH £tT f ° r ° ne train ^G for the 

for your career. In addition, you have a rare opxsrtuMtTt ^ edu °f tion . and preparation 
With a reasonable amount ox’ effort vour rrmnn m* v.+ i ^ ° serVe lle principles you hold, 
quite relevant in ttolw^ae l/Z SJ£ f ^ ^f T be able to C0De U P «*th evidence 
obvious. Jim Lesar has thLrZteLL l WhM Joh i wrote, the areas ought be pretty 

pa S « tertw. this ;"“^ S 01 John fro “ «“ *«P^ tli* 

p.ifo™,cc „ J0UP (pl ) ^ ?“! ““ 1 *“» and or record or 

You do have enough in the letters I^foi i * 4 ° .. an ^ r 01 ^ ou ^ laye things, can I? 
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i3 tot Tj .To^’oot T. « *• — »r »Y»t 

«»t you have to put your LdlZS^*JS to*" 1 “ lnvolv “ 1 *ho cm.. 

Into place* You can thL toSod 7f ™ "*T , “° tlmt - ** “at rill fall 

you seem to think. r y iaannor 0X1(1 “uch less guidance than 

for ^^e^e,^ e 0 iZworse^°JlaZri ^ 1)18 pe ° ple ' 

in his victim, in the other evil he has done of which JZ* tba \ makB tle le8a Interested 

Is this different for you than for me? raid on John^r whSevZL ™ * C ° n3picuous 92 am P la? 
would you have felt if you were the Iawvut- „nri v, Whatever he may or may not bo, what 

hoes not the lawyer defend more than a client? “ lranda or Escob ido? Or Wainrlght? 


I^can possibly get ** to. I have 

not be having to write such letter to a young Ln withX fZ C ° S ?* ° Ue Cost should 
a Sunday morning to write this, and I will ±th ! auimner, I got up early on 

When my wife called me to breakfast beXX iLXa^ thTX ° * ^ d&Y ° U ° ther work * 
was working on. I told her. 3 he aske.' ^ Paragraph, she asked me what I 

he make?- 3 he meant no SlfL SSL U <*' * hat ** ° f la ^ er 

question that I think getslo Se ZL ill T “T ** rep0atil ^ «• ^ is a simple 
this, as I know I suggested earlier, you miS^wST ^Xlt^^tZ 5 about 

Dean hesar. We badly need the kind of lawyer vou ith ° taer3 aboUt it * including 

question is, will you be the kind of lawTer Z c.Z S’ Z? n ° W than eVer befor »* ®»» 
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Harold Weisberg 


